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District Court of the United States for said district a libel of information
praying the seizure and condemnation of 20 barrels of chestnuts, remaining
in the original unbroken packages at Boston, Mass., alleging that the article
had been shipped by Kurtz Bros., from Buffalo, N. Y., October 29, 1924, and
transported from the State of New York into the State of Massachusetts, and
charging adulteration in violation of the food and drugs act.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that it
consisted in whole or in part of a filthy, decomposed, and putrid vegetable
substance.

O December 8, 1924, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

W. M. JARDINE, Secretary of Agriculture.

12922, Adulteration and misbranding of vamilla extraect. U. S. v, 285
Dozen Bottles of Vanilla Extract. Default decree of condemnsa-
tion, forfeiture, and destruetion. (F, & D. No. 19086, I. 8, No,
16933-v. S. No. B-4995.)

On October 27, 1924, the United States attorney for the District of Massa-
chusetts, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the seizure
and condemnation of 25 dozen bottles of vanilla extract, remaining in the
original unbroken packages at Worcester, Mass., alleging that the article had
been shipped by Morrow & Co., from New York, N. Y., September 12, 1924,
and transported from the State of New York into the State of Massachusetts
and charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of the food and drugs
act.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that a
substance, an imitation vanilla exiract, mixed and colored in a manner whereby
damage or inferiority was concealed, had been substituted wholly or in part
for the said article, and for the further reason that an imitation wvanilla
extract had been mixed and packed with the said article so as {o reduce,
lower, or injuriously affect its quality or strength.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statements (bottle carton)
“Pure Vanilla Extract For Flavoring” and (carton) ‘ Vanilla These goods
Are Guaranteed To Comply With All State And Federal Pure Food Laws
United Wholesale Grocery Co. Worcester, Mass.” were false and misleading
and deceived and misled the purchaser. Misbranding was alleged for the
further reason that the article was an imitation of and offered for sale under
the distinctive name of another article and for the further reason that it was
falsely branded as to the State in which it was manufactured or produced.

On December 9, 1924, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

W. M. JarDINE, Secretary of Agriculture.

12523, Adulteration and misbranding of vanilla extraect, U. S. v. 35
Dozen Bottles of Vanilla Exiract. Default decree of conidemna-
tion, forfeiture, and destruction. (¥, & D. No. 19125. I. 8. No.
16880-v. 8. No. E-5002.)

On November 7, 1924, the United States attorney for the District of Massa-
chusetts, acting upon & report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel of information
against 35 dozen bottles of vanilla extract, remaining in the original unbroken
packages at Boston, Mass., alleging that the art cle had been shipped by Mor-
row & Co., from New York, N. Y., August 30, 1924, and transported from the
State of New York into the State of Massachusetts, and charging adulteration
and mishranding in viclation of the food and drugs act as amended. The
article was labeled in part: (Bottle and carton) ‘“ Cloverdale Brand Pure
Vanilla Extract For Flavoring * * * 2 Fluid Ounces.”

Adulteration of the art cle was alleged in the libel for the reason that a
substance, an imitation vanilla extract, had been mixed and packed therewith
=0 as to reduce, lower, and injuriously affect its quality and strength and had
been substituted wholly or in part for the said article, and for the further
reason that it had been mixed and colored in a manner whereby its inferiority
was concealed.

Misbranding was alleged for ihe reason that the statements appearing in the
labeling, “ Pure Vanilla Extract For Flavoring * * % 2 Fluid Ounces,”
“ These goods are guaranteed to comply wth all state and federal pure food



